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Before:  ALARCÓN, HAWKINS, and THOMAS, Circuit Judges.

Alaska state prisoner Clayton W. Gottschalk appeals from the district

court’s judgment dismissing his 28 U.S.C. § 2254 petition as unexhausted.  We

have jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1291 and 2253(a).  We review de novo
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a district court’s determination as to whether a petitioner exhausted available state

remedies.  Vang v. Nevada, 329 F.3d 1069, 1072 (9th Cir. 2003).  We affirm.

Gottschalk contends that the district court erred by dismissing his habeas

petition as unexhausted because he sufficiently alerted the state courts of the

federal nature of his juror misconduct claim.  Upon review, we agree with the

district court's conclusion that Gottschalk failed to fairly present this claim to the

Alaska courts. 

AFFIRMED.


